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RESPONSE TO EXAMINER'S ARGUMENTS 

The Examiner stated in the GROUNDS of REJECTION section of the 
Answer Brief that "Khan teaches determining whether a web page to be 
bookmarked has been assigned a category on a server." Appellants respectfully 
disagree. 

Khan teaches that a user may upload his/her bookmarks from a local 
computer system to a remote computer system. Once in the remote computer 
system, the bookmarks may be used to populate a Web (search) directory. In 
doing so, however, each bookmark is automatically or manually assigned into a 
category in the Web directory. While a bookmark is being added into a category 
in the Web directory, a search may be undertaken to determine whether the 
bookmark already exists in the Web directory. If so, the user will be so notified. 
After being notified, the user may continue adding the bookmark into the Web 
directory (see col. 11, line 40 to col. 12, line 27 of Khan). 

Thus, Khan does not teach that a determination is made as to whether a 
Web page is assigned a category on a server when the Web page is being 
bookmarked. Rather, Khan teaches that when an already-bookmarked Web 
page is being added to a Web directory, a determination is made as to whether 
the bookmark already exists in the Web directory. 

The Examiner further asserted in the GROUNDS of REJECTION section 
as well as in the RESPONSE TO ARGUMENT section of the Answer Brief that in 
Fig. 11 "Khan teaches downloading the category if the Web page has been 
assigned a category." Again, Appellants respectfully disagree. 

In Fig. 1 1 , which is explained in col. 1 6, lines 28 - 35, Khan explains that a 
user may share his/her bookmarks with others by e-mailing the bookmarks to 
individuals or publishing the bookmarks on the Internet. 

Firstly, mailing a bookmark to an individual only entails sending a link or a 
the URL of the Web page to an individual by e-mail. It does not entail sending 
the category to which the link is assigned by e-mail (see also col. 16, line 30). 
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Secondly, publishing bookmarks on the Internet does not at all entail 
sending the bookmarks anywhere. It merely means that the bookmarks are 
made public. Therefore, categories to which bookmarks are associated are not 
downloaded anywhere. 

Thirdly, downloading the category if the Web page has been assigned a 
category means that the category is downloaded if and only if it has been 
assigned to the Web page. 

Thus, Khan does not teach anywhere in their disclosure the step of 
downloading the category if the Web page has been assigned a category as 
claimed. 

In the RESPONSE TO ARGUMENT section, the Examiner asserted that 
in col. 12, lines 60 - 62, Khan teaches "creating a sub-folder in the bookmark 
folder with the category as a name." Appellants continue to disagree with the 
Examiner. 

In Col. 12, lines 60 - 62, Khan teaches that a sub-category may be 
created into which a site is categorized under one of the categories of the site 
directory. 

Creating a sub-category under one of the categories of a site directory is 
not equivalent to creating a sub-folder that has the name of the category that was 
downloaded from a server in a bookmark folder. Thus, Appellants maintain that 
Khan does not teach the step of creating a sub-folder in the bookmark folder with 
the category as a name. 

Finally, the Examiner asserted in col. 11, lines 54 - 61 that Khan teaches 
the step of storing a bookmark to the Web page into the sub-folder. However, 
Khan does not teach storing a bookmark to a Web page into a sub-folder that 
was created with the name of the category that was downloaded from a server. 

Based on the foregoing, Appellants submit that Khan does not teach the 
invention as claimed and kindly request reversal of the rejection. 
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Respectfully j&brxpt&si' 

■ ,|:v^.-<,, r .. . 
By - 

Vol-.- 1 l>mik ; 
Attorney tor Applicants 
Regisimlioa No. 39,969 
{^12} 306::'W69 
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